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ABSTRACT 

This study represents the second segment of the 
3-year longitudinal study to test the effectiveness of the Listen 
Look Learn (LLL) Multi-Media Com icun ica tion Skills System. Data were 
analyzed for the 1968-69 school year for 159 students who 
participated in LLL instruction during loth their first and second 
year, 113 second-year students who used a traditional reading program 
during their first year, and 240 control students vho had 2 years of 
reading instruction in a traditional program. The data vero collected 
by guest ionna ires completed by teachers and by standardized tests. 

The subjective evaluation of the teachers shoved that 11 of the 12 
cooperating teachers enjoyed using LLL, nine of the 12 believed it to 
be superior to other programs with which they Lav*' had experience, 
and a difference of opinion existed as to the ability level with 
which LLL *as aost effective* Analysis of the objective data revealed 
that the LLL students scored significantly above control students on 
the Word Meaning, Paragraph Meaning, and Word Study Skills subtests 
of the Stanford Achievement Test and at a significant level above 
control students on the Cooperative Piimary Tests, Listening. Tables 
are included. (Author/DH) 
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INTRODUCTION 



The present study is a report on the use cf the Listen fx>ok Learn (LLL) Multi-Media 
Communication Skills System with second-year students during the 1968-1969 school 
year. This study represents the second segment of the three-year longitudinal study 
planned by Educational Developmental Laboratories to test the effectiveness of the LLL 
communication skills system. 

Extensive formative research was conducted with the LLL system during the 1965-1967 
period. (These results are found in FOL Research A Information Bulletin So, 10 and 
are available on request.) The information and data collected during this time provided 
the basis on which system revision and improvement was made. This revision was con- 
sidered to be complete by the fall of 1967. 

During the 1967-1968 school year, the first year of l he longitudinal summativc study 
was underlakcn. Fifty-six classrooms throughout the country participated in this study; 
twenty-eight were LLL classrooms and twenty-eight worked with the text-oriented cur- 
licula commonly used in the district (a list of reading programs used by control classes 
ispro'ided in FOL Research <£ information Bulletin So. 12). 



The primary question of concern in this present study was the relative achievement 
levels attained by LLL students and by students in traditional text-oriented classrooms 
(designated control classrooms) during the second year of reading instruction. This ques- 
tion was studied by analyzing both subjective and objective data. 

An auxiliary question, which can be answered by test data analyses, is concerned with 
the relative achievement levels of children who had participated in LLL system instruc- 
tion during both first and second year, compared to the achievement of children who 
had transferred into LLL classrooms during their second year after first-year reading in- 
struction in a traditional program. 

It can be assumed that no instructional system car. be considered to be effective un- 
less the classroom teachers using the system believe it to be manageable and effective 
with children. For this reason, the responses of classroom teachers regarding use and 
effectiveness of the LLL system have been collected and arc reported in Section III 
which pertains to the subjective evaluation. 
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II 

METHODS AND PROCEDURES 
OF THE STUDY 



In September* 1968, twelve of the original twenty-eight first-year LLL classrooms 
continued the use of LLL during their second year of school These classrooms were 
located in six stales: Arizona* California, Illinois* Minnesota* New York, and Wash- 
ington. The majority of the students in these classrooms had had LLL instruction during 
their first year of school. The remaining sixteen LLL installations from the first-year 
study used the LLL system with new groups of incoming classes of first-year pupils; in 
these eases, these children who had used LLL during the first-year study were returned 
to traditional classrooms for their second year’s instruction and arc not included in this 
study. 

Selection of teachers for the twclv c classes using LLL with their second-year students 
and the selection of control tcacr.ers r ii',d control elapses was the responsibility of the 
local administrator. To the extent possible, control teachers and control groups were 
selected to be as simitar as possible to LLL experimental teachers and groups in terms 
of variables such as teacher's training and experience, and student's ability and socio- 
economic levels. In general, both LLL and control groups were selected from within the 
same school and, in all eases, comparison groups were selected from within the sarr.' 
school district. 

Instructional Treatments Used 

The experimental classes in all eases used ihc Us ten Look Learn Multi-Media Com- 
munication Skills System. Three of (he twelve classes one or more students who be- 
gan work in Readiness or Pre-Reading Stages. These seven students (three per cent of 
Ihc sample) were children who were using LLL materials for the first time and whose 
first-year records indicated poor achievement. Seventy per cent of the sample began the 
school year working at a level below Cycle 20, Twenty-one per cent began working 
within the range of Cycle 20 to Cycle 29 and the remaining six per cent began working 
beyond Cycle 30. 
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